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Test. 
We can see that the subjects offered in the 
English Department of Widya Mandala University cover a 
lot of areas both content and skill subjects. One of 
the skill subject is structure. Although students have 
studied this subject since they were in junior high 
school students, still they make mistakes especially in 
tenses. Therefore, the writer got interested in making 
a study to find out the types of errors that the second 
semester students of the English Department of Widya 
Mandala University usually make in using Simple Present 
Tense, Simple Past Tense, Past Continuous Tense, 
Present Future Tense, Present Perfect Tense, Past 
Perfect Tense and Past Perfect Continuous Tense. 
This study tries to answer the following question: 
what types of errors do the students make in 
constructing English sentences in using the 7 tenses 
above? 
From the data obtained, the writer analyzed, 
classified and counted the errors encountered. The 
findings showed that error types with the highest 
number made by the students is Present Perfect 
Continuous Tense (20,72%). The error type which is 
second in number is errors of Past Perfect Tense 
(19,57%). The third is errors of Present Perfect Tense 
( 16,92%). The fourth, is errors of Past Continuous 
Tense (13,81%). The fifth is errors of Simple Future 
Tense (9,94%). The sixth is errors of Simple Past Tense 
(9,74%) and the one having the fewest number of errors 
is Simple Present Tense (9,30%). 
Based on the results, the writer interprets that 
most of the students have not mastered Present Perfect 
vii 
Continuous Tenses. They cannot apply the correct form. 
They do not know how to put ''ing" in the right order? 
At last, the writer of this study concludes that 
the students still get a lot of difficulties in 
learning the Present Perfect Continuous Tense; there-
fore, the writer hopes that this study can be used by 
the English teachers of Widya Mandala University as a 
feedback to improve their ways of teaching tenses. 
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